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THE REPLY FILED 03 November 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Therefore further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this application A prope/replv to a 
final rejec ion under 37 CFR 1 .1 13 may onjy be either: (1 ) a timely filed amendment whiXScesZ SoSon in 

SSSS& S^aS^JS^ i% peal (with appeal fee): or (3) a timel * 1Eti$3fiSS£u« 

PERIOD FOR REPLY [check either a) or b)] 

a) £3 The period for reply expires 5months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) □ The period for reply expires on: (1) the mailing date of this Advisory Action, or (2) the date set forth in the final rejection whichever is later In 

nJ^J^Z' mH the Statut0ry peri0d for rep,y expire later SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of the fina reiecHon 
tSJS) WHEN ™ E RRST REPLY WAS F ' LED W ' THIN TW ° M ° NTHS ° F FINAL REJECtTon See MPEP 

Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the Detition unripr r? ofr 1 i^«/o^ ,„h ^ ™ - * . . 

1 .□ A Notice of Appeal was filed on . Appellant's Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 
2.Q The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) □ they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(C) D iSl^ll^^^S^ appliCati0n in b6tter form for appeal ^ material| y reducin 9 or simplifying the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims 
NOTE: . 

3-D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejection(s): . 

4 D c^:X P ^ — W0U ' d bG a " 0Wable if SUbmiHed in 3 S6parate ' ^ *- —dment 

5. E The a)D affidavit b)D exhibit, or c)E request for reconsideration has been considered but does NOT olace the 

application in condition for allowance because: See attached ^nation U ' P ' aCe the 

6. D The affidavit or exhibit will NOT be considered because it is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 

raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. y 

7D ?vTnKnnnf f h APP f f'' Pr ° P ° Sed amendment ( s ) a )0 ™i be entered or b)Q will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 

The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 

Claim(s) rejected: . 


Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 


8. Q The drawing correction filed on __ is a)Q approved or b)D disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10. Q Other: 
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Continuation of Box 5: 

Applicant puts forth that the Examiner, in making the determination outlined in the Advisory 

Action of September 23, 2004, erred in not taking into account the limitation of: 

"said inelastically stretchable continuous fibers of said inelastically 
stretchable fibrous layer being oriented substantially in said one direction so 
that a tensile strength S, of said composite sheet in said first direction and a 
tensile strength S 2 of said composite sheet in said second direction define a 
ratio S i/S 2 of 3 .0 or higher." 

Contrary to the assertion, the examiner has weighed the effect of this limitation against the 
patentability of the invention. In effect, the limitation is insufficient to show patentability since 
it is not defined how the limitation affects the structure or chemistry of the final product claimed 
and instead merely seems to set forth a performance property inherent to providing the claimed 
material features. There is no evidence of record to indicate said limitation should be given any 
other weight or to show that prior art that otherwise meets the material limitations of the claim 
fail to also meet the performance characteristic recited. It is suggested that a greater degree of 
precision is needed in order to accurately define the structure Applicant intends as the inventive 
structure such that various unintentionally encompassed structures, such as that applied, are 
excluded from the scope. 

Applicant's remaining issues have been addressed elsewhere in the record. 



Terrel Morris 
Supervisory Patent Examiner 
Group Art Unit 1771 


